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Agenda: 



1. 



Discuss the 35 USC §103 rejection of claim 29 in view of the cited references 

and, in particular, the features of claim 29 of: 

a function relocation unit configured to analyze, in response 
to an instruction of relocation, a current available node resource 
based on statuses of node resources in a network, to determine 
new node locations of node functions, and to relocate the nnrte 
functions to the new node locations through an aHHitinn of 
executable code at the new no de Ic-cat.nns the node functions 
relocated in accordance with a relocation plan; 
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a path restructure unit configured to restructure a structure of 
paths in the network into an optimum condition in accordance with 
statuses of link resources in the network and in response to an 
instruction of restructuring ... ; and 

a control unit configured to determine whether transmission 
of the instruction o f relocation to the function relocation unit is 
necessary and whether transmission of the instruction of 
restructuring to the path restructure unit is necessary based on the 
statuses of node resources and the statuses of link resources, 
wherein the control unit is further configured to selectively transmit 
the instruction of relocation and the instruction of restructuring. 

Discuss the 35 USC §103 rejection of claim 30 in view of the cited references 
and, in particular, the features of claim 30 of " relocation of the node functions to 
the new node locations includes a relocation of the node function from the first 
device to the second device" 

Discuss the 35 USC §103 rejection of claim 31 in view of the cited references 
and, in particular, the features of claim 31 of "transmit the instruction of 
relocation ... and transmit the instruction of restructuring ." 

Discuss the 35 USC §1 03 rejection of claim 32 in view of the cited references 
and, in particular, the features of claim 32 of "the function relocation unit." 
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